
December 12, 1931. 

Dr. ii. B. Andemo& 
RaUonal Canaer f~at&ute 
Ekh&4,lidaryland 

I , ‘.’ ’ 
Dear Dr. Andemontr 

I wa8 very nuah qratlfied to z~alr(l your letter of Deomber 3.0. 
Aboutawuk aqo, I replM iri the iwgativm to the formaL invltration to 
the aoafereme, aa tandered from the herioan Canabr Smisty. Xf you 
are agreeable, and have not soltiitad another apwdmr, I should like 
to cwiuel that negative. 

bmkl,y, tb appwmt tone of the pro(lrsua had frightened 10) off. 
I haye mt thought about thlqs oncrologicral #or acme t&m, and have seen 
enough tpeuulatb~ bypwople who, like qmlf, know very little about 
earner that 5 d&d not wish to add to the heap, I thintr that mpport of 
f’undssrentsl biologioal rabsaroh is a nra~~ary part of long tam plarmkq 
&.a EI~~BF remamh, but there tendls to bo B cwqv@aion to pmtuzls jurti- 
ficration of rush rrork In relation to oanuer. )’ 

Your letter, abd fta i@d&oat$,on of tha qeaksra you had favitmi, 
put an ent+%ml.y different light on the purpoess of this lreution of the 
oonfereme, than ma indtcated in the general program. Miorobial pn&itk 
very likely oan broaden our insight late the kind of biology we need to 
know to underrrtus! oer, end to suggeatworking hypotheess for approaeherr 
to it, but them q#.&aations should be mule in the laboratory, and sot 
on a speakm~s pkWum. If, u your letter 8Og8eet8, f will not be cron- 
strained to nlrrb, U.kir oubjoot qecifioally to cancer, I will be plelwsd 
to 8m lwhflf boIlb of our work in baaterial genotior. But t-hi.6 la 
not to trrbt that the onoologi8t will find noth&q of intmast in it, 

Pl.oaaole&m kmu ii puwlrrh ne still to submit an advance abstxaot 
of intouWd mam&cm, u roquukd for not later than January 15. 

M.th w approuiatioa for tha uordiality and oonfidenaa of your 
letter, 

sine 6rely your8 ) 

Joshua Lederberg 
Ammiate Professor of Qsnetler 


